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EGO AS THE DRIVING FORCE OF HUMAN PROGRESS 
 
To love yourself is the beginning of a lifelong romance. 
Oscar Wilde 
One can hardly find a person who wouldn’t have any bad qualities. Sometimes 
laziness, envy, selfishness can impede the realization of ourselves. But humanity has 
learned to deal with the vices and tried to make them less noticeable for a long time. As 
a result people have realized how to transform bad traits into their benefits.  
Laziness helped people to invent the wheel, and later – IT-technologies, with the 
help of which you can communicate with other people all over the world, make 
purchases, learn and even earn money. Envy is often the cause of human improvement; 
it makes us to be better than others. Selfishness which is present in everyone forces the 
progress in order people to satisfy their material and egocentric needs.  
In the western countries it is the widespread opinion that ego is the source of 
progress, especially ego makes us to achieve the goals. I absolutely agree with the given 
opinion. But what does it mean – Ego? The ego is the organized part of the personality 
structure that includes defensive, perceptual, intellectual-cognitive, and executive 
functions. Originally, Sigmund Freud used the word ego to mean a sense of self, but 
later revised it to mean a set of psychic functions such as judgment, tolerance, reality 
testing, control, planning, and defense, synthesis of information, intellectual functioning, 
and memory. The ego separates out what is real. It helps us to organize our thoughts and 
make sense of them and the world around us.  
From the other hand, ego is our false entity that is constantly searching for 
something. The ego consists of our fears, complexes, opinions, beliefs, desires. The 
language of Ego is our uncontrolled mind, which continuously criticizes, makes 
evaluation of «like / dislike», «good / bad». It is Ego that requires actions resulted in 
feeling satisfaction. 
As we see, Ego is the part of personality that is intended to balance our desires, 
motives, emotions, ambitions, instincts and appetence with the norms and rules of 
society. 
No doubt, we all are different and have different convictions. But anyway, Ego is 
manifested in each of us, telling the truth, in different ways. We can’t do anything only 
because of our kindness, geniality or big heart. People may not recognize this but before 
doing something they always think how the result of this action will influence their life 
or in other words people decide if it is good or bad for them (will it satisfy my needs or 
desires?!). 
The only thing you should remember – our actions should make the life better, but 
even if you make it worse, there will always be people who try to improve the world. 
Which side do you prefer? The choice is yours. 
Scientific superviser: Kadnikova L., assistant professor 
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EUTHANASIA AS CONTEMPORARY ETHICO-PHILOSOPHICAL PROBLEM 
 
Euthanasia – is a term which has many disputions between different branches of 
science, religion and philosophy which begin from its emergence continue to nowadays. 
From Greek Euthanasia means «good death» (εὖ, eu – «well» or «good» and 
θάνατος – «death») and in generally it refers to the practice of intentionally ending a life 
in order to relieve pain and suffering.  
There is such classification of euthanasia: 
• Voluntary Euthanasia – when the patient requests that action be taken to end his 
life with full knowledge that this will lead to his death. 
• Involuntary Euthanasia – is when a patient's life is ended without the patient's 
knowledge and consent. 
• Non-Voluntary Euthanasia – the person cannot make a decision or cannot make 
their wishes known.  
There are two main types of euthanasia: 
• Active – someone gives an ill patient medicine that will kill them. 
• Passive – a patient does not get the medicine that he need in order to stay alive. 
Life is intrinsically valuable in precisely the same way that pleasure, knowledge, 
friendship, and whatever other items we might want to include on list of intrinsic goods 
is. Life is the very being of those who can enjoy other goods (whatever they may be) 
based on the unltimate ground, and intrinsic goods based on the metaphysical and 
logical foundations. In this case, death means the cessatiom of all basic intrinsic good; 
including whatever value attaches to a personal history as such – their cessation as well. 
And, as a result, death really is the end of existence. Here we can notice about religion. 
Almost all religions recognize «life» as the biggest value, in this case, Euthanasia or 
killing of person is unacceptable, even with good intentions. The same situation occurs 
with medicine. All doctors must give The Hippocratic Oath, where says that «…Nor 
shall any man's entreaty prevail upon me to administer poison to anyone; neither will I 
counsel any man to do so…». From other hand, if person has deadly disease and his life 
consist only from pain, and this person wants to end all suffering, humanism will do 
Euthanasia for her, because in life pleasure must be over suffering and positive emotions 
– over negative. Also Life can be considered bliss as long as it has a human form, exists 
in the field of culture, moral relations and mentality. 
It is necessary to admit different cases of application of Euthanasia. First is when 
person will die in several days, weeks or monthes and Euthanasia will safe her from 
painful die. Next is when an irreversible comatose person, who is not suffering, but she 
is not experiencing at all. And, maybe most strange, is suicide Euthanasia, when person 
kills herself with some intentions, but we usually do not know them for sure. 
To justify Euthanasia, people show that killing someone is not a harm he suffers but 
makes for a benefit he enjoys. 
Scientific supervisor: Kadnikova L., assistant professor 
